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OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS
AUSTIN

€. MANN
ATronnEY GENERAL

Honorable Thomas A. Wheat
County Attornsy
Liberty, Taexas

Doear Mr. Wheatg

o filed & uuea i
y can not be comviected
y for giving the cheock.

etter of June 3, 31041,

y 2%, 1941, in the

yhe d1d ot have autt‘iciant funds
nk » \ Bowover , shortly after giving
th check, he 3pplied for and becamwo & volun-
Nbankmipt .,/ and has been discharged in
ptey 11 the United States Distriot
he Bastern Distriet of Teoxas.
fexap Farm Prodncts dompany fliled thelr
claim wvith the Trustes in bamkruptey for tho
amount $39.06. 7The faots show that the
$30.08 was given in paymemt for a bill of
goods that ¥r. Price had received from them
goveral weeks prior to the tims that the
check was given in paymant L£or same.

"The question now arises as to whether
or not, Mr. Price would be coriminally ifable for

NG COMMUMNI{CATION 1S 10 BE CONSTRUED AS A DEPARTMENTAL OPINION UNLXSS APFROYED BY THE ATYORNEY GENERAL OR FIRST ASSISTANT
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HBonorable Thomas A. Wheat - page 2

the giving of sald check because the same
might be a violation of Article 567-B, that
18, the new thot check'! law. The pertinent

portion thereof', Section #2, reads as fol-
lowsy

LI I B B

As we interpret your inguiry, you desire to know
whether the party namdd has violated any portion of the

hot chock law, being Articleo 567b, with its subdivisions,
and especially subdivision 2,

Under the facts stated, it is our opinion that
the question should be and is answersd no.
% 1941 Vory truly yours
ATTORNZY GENZRAL OF TERAS
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By
€eo. W. Barsus
Agsistant
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